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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Receipt is acl^nowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), wliicli 
papers have been placed of record in tlie file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 01/03/2006 was 
considered by the examiner. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the plurality of filler 
units from claims 10 and 18 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). 
No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
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application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 10-14, 16, 18, 24-27 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by De Villele (US Patent 6,772,806 B2). 

In Re claim 1 with reference to Figure 2 De Villele discloses equipment for filling 
containers comprising a supporting structure (13), a first outlet (7.1) connected to a first 
tank (6.1) and a second outlet (7.2) connected to a second tank (6.2). De Villele also 
discloses a motion inducing means (16). 

In Re claim 10 with reference to Figure 2 De Villele discloses a carousel (5) 
(Column 2, lines 36-37) comprising a plurality of the filler units (Figure 1,7.1 and 7.2) 
disclosed in Re claim 1 . 
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In re claims 11, 12, 13, and 16 with reference to Figure 2 De Villele discloses a 
weighing platform (11,14) coupled to a controlling computer (Figure 1 , 9), which 
controls the filling operation (Column 2, lines 46-58). 

In Re claim 14 with reference to Figure 2 De Villele discloses a clamp means 

(15). 

Claim 18 is anticipated De Villele as applied to claim 10 above. 
Claims 24-26 and 29 are anticipated by De Villele as applied to claims 11-13, 
and 16 respectively above. 

Claim 27 is anticipated by De Villele as applied to claim 14 above. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
FR-A-2,630,425. 

In Re claim 1 with reference to Figure 8 '425 discloses equipment for filling 
containers comprising a supporting structure (23, 45) for at least one container (31), a 
first outlet (37), a second outlet (38), and a motion inducing means (conveyor driver. 
Abstract) by which the supporting structure is rendered capable of movement relative to 
the first and second dispensing outlets between a first position, in which the first such 
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outlet is placed in alignment at least with a mouth of the container, and a second 
position, in which the second outlet is placed in alignment with the mouth of a container. 
'425 doesn't disclose a first and second tank. 

It is commonly known in the art to use a tank as a source of material to be 
dispensed. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use a first and second tank in conjunction with the first 
and second outlets, in order to provide a source of material to be dispensed. 
8. Claims 15 and 28 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
De Villele. 

In Re claim 15 De Villele as applied to claim 10 above discloses all the 
limitations, but doesn't disclose attaching the supporting structure removably to the 
carousel. It is commonly known in the art that machine components can be made 
removable to facilitate repair or replacement. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to attach the 
supporting structure removably to the carousel, for the reasons suggested above of 
facilitating repair or replacement. 

In Re claim 28 De Villele as applied to claim 18 above discloses all the 
limitations, but doesn't disclose attaching the supporting structure removably to the 
carousel. It is commonly known in the art that machine components can be made 
removable to facilitate repair or replacement. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to attach the 
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supporting structure removably to the carousel, for the reasons suggested above of 
facilitating repair or replacement. 

9. Claims 1-12, 16, 17, 18-24, 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over De Villele in view of Folde (US Patent 3,845,794). 

In Re claim 1 De Villele discloses all the limitations. In Column 4, lines 4-9 De 
Villele discloses an alternate embodiment wherein the support members are mounted to 
pivot about a vertical axis. De Villele does not disclose a motion inducing means to 
generate this rotation and the motion inducing means used for sliding motion in the 
primary embodiment is clearly not adapted for this purpose. With reference to Figure 6 
Folde discloses a motion inducing means (10) comprising a fluid cylinder connected 
pivotably at one end to a flange associated with a frame and at the other to a flange 
associated with a container supporting structure. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the De 
Villele device by adding the motion inducing means from Folde, in order to provide a 
mechanism for rotating the container between the two filling positions. 

In Re claim 2 the motion inducing means in the modified De Villele in view of 
Folde device is actively associated with the supporting structure in order to provide the 
required rotation. 

In Re claim 3 the alternate embodiment listed in De Villele (Column 4, lines 4-9) 
would have to rotate about an axis extending substantially parallel to the axis of the 
container in order to properly position the container for both stages of filling. 
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In Re claims 4 and 5 De Villele in view of Folde as applied to claim 3 above 
discloses all the limitations, but doesn't disclose hinging the supporting structure at a 
point equidistant between the first and second outlet. However, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to manufacture the supporting structure from 
the De Villele device to rotate about its existing connection point (Figure 2, 11), in order 
to eliminate the need to design an alternate pivoting support for the container. 

In Re claims 6-9 the examiner notes that the motion inducing means from Folde 
is a fluid power actuator comprising a cylindrical housing and a movable rod connected 
pivotably to mounting flanges on the frame and container supporting structure 
respectively (Figure 6, 10, 60). the examiner further notes that the use of this motion 
inducing means necessarily results in said fluid power actuator moving angularly during 
extension and retraction. 

In Re claim 10 De Villele in view of Folde as applied to claim 1 above discloses 
all the limitations, De Villele further discloses a carousel (5) (Column 2, lines 36-37) 
equipped with a plurality of the filler units (Figure 1, 7.1 and 7.2) described in Re claim 
1. 

In re claims 11,12 and 16 with reference to Figure 2 De Villele discloses a 
weighing platform (11, 14) coupled to a controlling computer (Figure 1 , 9), which 
controls the filling operation (Column 2, lines 46-58). 

In Re claim 17 De Villele in view of Folde as applied to claim 16 above discloses 
all the limitations, but doesn't disclose an actuating unit associated with the motion 
inducing means. However, De Villele discloses the use of a controller in conjunction 
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with a weighing platform to control the filling operation (Column 2, lines 46-58). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that moving a container from a first 
filling position under one nozzle to a second filling position under a second nozzle 
represents a portion of the filling operation which must be controlled. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have the controlling device from De Villele actuate the motion inducing means from 
Folde when the weighing platform indicates that a predetermined amount of product has 
been dispensed into the container, in order to accurately fill the container with the 
desired amount of both components. 

Claim 18 is rendered obvious by the prior art applied to claim 10 above. 

In Re claim 19 the motion inducing means in the modified De Villele in view of 
Folde device is actively associated with the supporting structure in order to provide the 
required rotation. 

In Re claim 20 the alternate embodiment listed in De Villele (Column 4, lines 4-9) 
would have to rotate about an axis extending substantially parallel to the axis of the 
container in order to properly position the container for both stages of filling. 

In Re claims 21 and 22 De Villele in view of Folde as applied to claim 20 above 
discloses all the limitations, but doesn't disclose hinging the supporting structure at a 
point equidistant between the first and second outlet. However, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to manufacture the supporting structure from 
the De Villele device to rotate about its existing connection point (Figure 2, 11), in order 
to eliminate the need to design an alternate pivoting support for the container. 
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In Re clainn 23 the examiner notes that the motion inducing means from Folde is 
a fluid power actuator comprising a cylindrical housing and a movable rod connected 
pivotably to mounting flanges on the frame and container supporting structure 
respectively (Figure 6, 10, 60). 

In Re claims 24 and 29 with reference to Figure 2 De Villele discloses a weighing 
platform (11,14) coupled to a controlling computer (Figure 1 , 9), which controls the 
filling operation (Column 2, lines 46-58). 

In Re claim 30 De Villele in view of Folde as applied to claim 29 above discloses 
all the limitations, but doesn't disclose and actuating unit associated with the motion 
inducing means. However, De Villele discloses the use of a controller in conjunction 
with a weighing platform to control the filling operation (Column 2, lines 46-58). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that moving a container from a first 
filling position under one nozzle to a second filling position under a second nozzle 
represents a portion of the filling operation which must be controlled. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have the controlling device from De Villele actuate the motion inducing means from 
Folde when the weighing platform indicates that a predetermined amount of product has 
been dispensed into the container, in order to accurately fill the container with the 
desired amount of both components. 

10. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over De 
Villele in view of Yoshida et al. (US Patent 4,703,609). 
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In Re clainn 31 De Villele as applied to claim 18 above discloses all the limitations 
and further discloses the product tanks being carried by the carousel (see Figures 1 and 
2), but doesn't disclose a hollow casing or first and second couplings. 

De Villele is silent on exactly how the nozzles (Figure 2, 7.1 and 7.2) are 
attached to the tanks. Couplings are commonly known in the art as a way to attach 
components in a fluid system. 

With respect to Figure 1 Yoshida discloses a double walled liquid tank (1 , 2) for 
providing insulation to a fluid which must be kept at a low temperature during filling 
(Column 5, lines 7-10). It can be seen from Figure 2 in De Villele that both tanks (6.1, 
6.2) share a single outer wall. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to provide a hollow casing around the shared outer wall of 
the both of the tanks in the De Villele device, as taught by Yoshida, in order to provide 
insulation for the products being dispensed. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to 
attach the filling nozzles to the tanks using couplings, in order to facilitate detaching and 
reattaching said nozzles for repair or replacement. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Bloch et al. (US Patent 5,000,661) discloses a container filling 
apparatus which uses a fluid power cylinder to position a container. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JASON K. NIESZ whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3920. The examiner can normally be reached on mon-fri 9-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Greg Huson can be reached on (571) 272-4887. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Jason K Niesz 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3751 

/Timothy L Maust/ 

for Gregory Huson, SPE of Art Unit 3751 



